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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 December 2007 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-10 and 12-58 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) ^ Claim(s) 8,35 and 36 is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1-7.9.10.12-34 and 37-58 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1) D Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 
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Art Unit: 1797 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections -35 USC § 102 
Claims 1-7,9-10,12-34 and 38-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
obvious over the combined teachings of GB 2,083,370 and WO 02/20115. See 
figures 12 and 17-19. 
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FIG. 19 




From page three of Applicant's PG Pub: 
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It would have been obvious to those skilled in the art to employ the known 
absorbent of WO 02/20115 in the system of GB 2,083,370 because of its known 
ability to treat/separate emulsions. The parameters that are asserted to 
differentiate this known material from Applicant's "preferred absorbent," are, in 
the absence of a clear showing of unexpected results specifically associated 
therewith, seen to constitute parameters that would have been routinely 
manipulated/optimized by those skilled in the art, in order to address varying 
process conditions, such as varying percent compositions, particle diameter, 
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etc. Accordingly, the language of the claims, is not seen to patentably 
distinguish over the combination of GB 2,083,370 and WO 02/201 1 5. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed December 21, 2007 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant has asserted: 



Furthermore, the '370 professes to separate particles less then 10 pm. 
lie vsan *o Jit n' 'm'I i the ait v> ould i jdeot tnd ih *i V,stli,T!0im 
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0 i Up 3 i > .|k in wo ddbave s ggi tfed tha h >uki I erel >r< ess 
than 10 p.m is likely to be interpreted as trapping particles of approximately 10 
um. Fherefore the applicant respectfully submits that there is no suggestion in 
'370 that particles of at least 0,5 4 a.m can be coalesced, or in other words that 
droplet ip to I th t mallei hars . thos igg< tol hi I ' 1f an bi ;epai ted 

This serf-serving interpretation is not found persuasive. The range of less 
than 10 microns is clearly stated! The arguments presented with respect to the 
size of the vessels used, do not appear to be commensurate with the scope of 
the claims. This action is NOT FINAL. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Robert 
J. Popovics at telephone number (571) 272-1164. 



/Robert James Popovics/ 
Primary Examiner 
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